The Smarter Lunchrooms intervention approach aims to tackle childhood obesity by promoting healthier nutrition through the use of choice architecture or 'nudge' tactics in school lunchrooms. I reviewed research papers that were described by Cornell University as forming the evidence base for the Smarter Lunchrooms approach. Here I discuss concerns about the way that research informing the Smarter Lunchrooms approach has been conducted and disseminated. The widespread implementation of the Smarter Lunchrooms approach is discussed and the likely efficacy of this public health intervention is also considered.
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Background
51
The 'Smarter Lunchrooms' intervention approach aims to tackle childhood obesity by 52 promoting healthier nutrition through the use of choice architecture or 'nudge' tactics in 53 school lunchrooms. The intervention approach has been funded by the US Department of 54 Agriculture (USDA) Food and Nutrition Service and is based on the premise that small 55 cosmetic changes to school lunchrooms can lead to marked effects on dietary behaviour. For 56 example, intervention components include giving fruit and vegetable dishes more appetising 57 names and presenting healthier foods to make their choice more appealing and convenient.
58
According to the website of Smarter Lunchrooms link over 29,000 US schools are now using 59 the Smarter Lunchrooms intervention approach.
60
In early 2017 I viewed a series of popular media reports that featured some of the 61 research team behind the Smarter Lunchrooms intervention approach (in particular, Brian
62
Wansink and David Just of Cornell University) and was surprised by how effective this 'light 63 touch' intervention approach was described to be. I then decided to take a closer look at the 64 science behind the Smarter Lunchrooms approach. To do so, I read published research papers 65 that were described by Cornell University as forming the evidence base for the Smarter In the abstract of this article the sample size of Study 1 is described as being N=147. Yet, in 151 the methods section it is described as being N=113. However, the values presented in Table 1 152 of the results section indicate a sample size of N=115. There are also data errors concerning 153 the main dependent variables reported in Study 1. In Study 2 of this article there are data errors for the main dependent variables. Table 2 165 reports vegetable selection during month 1 and month 2 of the study followed by the '% 166 change' from month 1 to month 2 of the study. Therefore, the % change value in Table 2 The authors state in their discussion of this correlational study that 'green beans and bananas In a pre-post design with no control condition the authors examined the effect of a Smarter
268
Lunchroom intervention that was designed to make healthier food choices more convenient.
269
The authors hypothesised that the introduced intervention would be associated with children The title of this article suggests the research described 'can address childhood obesity'. In this study the authors examine correlational data on food choices in school canteens. There 299 is no way to infer causality from this type of research because of the study design adopted. 
